Parliamentary Government in England
Democratic parties have always been agreed upon "the
foundations of society/* and have therefore been able to
work even so cumbrous an instrument as the American
Constitution; the one breakdown, over the question of
slavery and the right of secession, led, it is significant,
to civil war. It is true, also, of France. Since the founda-
tion of the third Republic no fundamental has been in
question until the Socialists posed the matter of the
ultimate constitution of property. When they did, the
menace of Fascism was at once apparent; and democracy
in France was safeguarded only by an agreement between
parties of the Left to postpone the issue of Socialism.
It is true, also, of the contemporary Socialist Governments
of Scandinavia. These have been able to maintain their
position without challenge simply because they have not
sought, in their policies, to disturb the foundations of
society* They have been advanced social reform adminis-
trations which have still to show what effect the transitkm
to Socialism will have on parliamentary institutions
For what is inherent in the habits of the House of
Commons is that though parties have been able amply
to discuss the goodness or badness of Government
measures, they have never, until now, had to discuss the
central purpose of the State. This they have been able
to take for granted. They have had, that is to say, the
great ends of life in common, the essential ways by which
those ends should be attained. Those who have shaped
the central purpose of the State have come, overwhelm-
ingly, from a single class in society—the owners of
property. They have understood one another because
they lived by the same presumptions. They went to the
same schools and the same universities. People like them-
selves directed the civil service, the armed forces of the
Sts&e* the police, the judiciary; they were in charge, also,

